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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed on 29 July 2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

On pages 7 and 8, the applicant argues that Duhame fails to teach a light control unit 
that activates the lighting device if the verification subject information matches the verification 
reference information and that Duhame fails to teach beyond a motion sensor-equipped light 
having a photocell to avoid activation during daylight hours./ The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Referring to Fig. 3, Duhame's security system includes a plurality of lighting devices 
(dim light 22, courtesy light 24, indoor lights 40, and low-voltage outdoor lights 36), portable 
transceiver 18 that generates and transmits an identification code (see Col 4, lines 38-50), and 
fixed transceiver 16 (i.e., a light control unit) that is connected to the lighting devices. Per 
Duhame, fixed transceiver 16 receives portable transceiver 18's response signal, which includes 
identification information, and controls the activation and deactivation of the lighting devices 
(see Col. 3, lines 6-20; Col. 4, lines 20-37 and 57-62; and Col. 7, lines 3-21). Duhame clearly 

m 

teaches that fixed transceiver 16 activates interior lights and exterior lights if a valid response 
signal is received from portable transceiver 18 (see Col. 7, lines 15-21). Duhame, however, fails 
to teach that the interior and exterior lights are also controlled by a selecting device for 
activating the light when the selecting device is in the enablement mode and for deactivating 
the light when the selecting device is in the disablement mode. Nevertheless, Duhame's dim 
light 22 and courtesy light 24 are controlled by photocell 20 (i.e., a selecting device), which has 
an enablement mode (i.e., when there is insufficient ambient' light at the door) and a 
disablement mode (i.e., when there is sufficient ambient light at the door) (see Col. 2, lines 26- 
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37; CoL 5, lines 14-28; and CoL 7, lines 59-67). Duhame also teaches that fixed transceiver 16 
turns on courtesy light 24 if both photocell 20 and presence detector 14 have been activated (see 
CoL 5, lines 23-28). In other words, fixed transceiver 16 refrains from turning on courtesy light 
24 if there is sufficient level of light at the door even if presence detector 14 has been activated. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Duhame's interior and exterior lights such that they activated 
when fixed transceiver 16 receives a valid response signal is received from portable transceiver 
18 and when photocell 20 is in an enablement mode in order to conserve energy by activating 
the interior and exterior lights only when ambient lighting is insufficient. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

2. Claims 16 and 17 are allowed. 

3. Claims 14 and 15 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disdosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
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evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

6. Claims 1, 3-6, 10 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Duhame et al. (US 5,541,585). 

Referring to claims 1 and 11, Duhame teaches a security system for controlling building 
access. Regarding claim 11, Duhame's security system, as shown in Fig. 3, comprises: (a) dim 
light 22, courtesy light 24, indoor lights 40, and low voltage outdoor lights 36; (b) portable 
transceiver 18 (i.e., an electronic key) for generating and transmitting a unique identification 
(ID) code (i.e., verification subject information) via radio frequency (RF) (see Col. 4, lines 38-50); 
(c) fixed transceiver 16 for wirelessly receiving portable transceiver 18's ID code, verifying the 
received ID code with previously learned ID codes (i.e., verification reference information), and 
activating and deactivating lighting devices (see Col. 4, lines 20-37 and 57-67; Col. 5, lines 1-4; 
and Col. 7, lines 3-21 and 39-50); and (d) a lock control unit, which is formed by fixed 
transceiver 16 and lock mechanism 56, for receiving portable transceiver 18's ID code, verifying 
the ID code with previously learned ID codes, and locking or unlocking of a door in accordance 
with the verification (see Col. 4, lines 57-67 and Col. 5, lines 1-13). Because Duhame's fixed 
transceiver 16 controls the indoor and outdoor lights (see Col. 7, lines 15-21), fixed transceiver 
16 functions as a light control unit. Duhame's security system also has a photocell 20 (i.e., a 
selecting device) for enabling the activation of dim light 22 and courtesy light 24 (see Fig. 3; Col. 
2, lines 26-37; and Col. 5, lines 14-28). Though Duhame teaches fixed transceiver 16 activating 
indoor and/ or outdoor lighting if a received ID code matches a learned ID code (see Col. 7, 
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lines 15-21), Duhame omits activating indoor and/ or outdoor lighting only if a valid ID code 
has been received and photocell 20 has been activated. Nevertheless, per Duhame, fixed 
transceiver 16 turns on courtesy light 24 if both photocell 20 and presence detector 14 have been 
activated (see Col. 5, lines 23-28). In other words, fixed transceiver 16 refrains from turning on 
courtesy light 24 if there is sufficient level of light at the door even if presence detector 14 has 
been activated. Thus, photocell 20 has an enablement mode and a disablement mode. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Duhame's security system such that fixed transceiver 16 
activates indoor and/ or outdoor lighting if a valid ID code has been received and photocell 20 
has been activated because energy is conserved when indoor and/ or outdoor lighting are 
turned on only when the level of light is insufficient. Duhame also teaches the limitations of 
claim 1 since the claim's limitations are substantially similar to those of claim 11. 

Regarding claim 3, Duhame's photocell 20 (i.e., selecting device) selects the enablement 
mode when the level of light is at or below a predetermined level and selects a disablement 
mode when the level of light is above the predetermined level (see Col. 5, lines 14-28). 

Regarding claim 4, Duhame's security system further includes an intercom control unit 
42 having one or more door unlock switches that allow a person inside the building to lock or 
unlock a door for someone outside the building who lacks the appropriate key or portable 
transceiver 18 (see Col. 2, lines 44-48); thus portable transceiver 18 is a key for locking and 
unlocking a door. 

Regarding claim 5, Duhame teaches a lock control unit, which is formed by fixed 
transceiver 16 and lock mechanism 56, for receiving portable transceiver 18's ID code, verifying 
the ID code with previously learned ID codes, and locking or unlocking of a door in accordance 
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with the verification (see Col. 4, lines 57-67 and Col. 5, lines 1-13). As explained in the rejection 
of claims 1, 4, and 11, portable transceiver 18 is an electronic key for transmitting an ID code 
(i.e., a signal related to the locking and unlocking of the door) via RF. 

Regarding claim 6, as shown in Fig. 1, Duhame' s portable transceiver 18 is used to access 
a building via a conventional door opening 10 (see Col. 1, lines 6-8 and Col. 3, lines 64-65). 
Because Duhame discloses that fixed transceiver 16 can activate devices such as kitchen lights, 
thermostats, televisions, living room lights, etc. (see Col. 6, lines 39-46), it is understood that 
Duhame's building includes a house. 

Regarding claim 10, per Duhame, fixed transceiver 16 performs basic lighting, such as 
turning on indoor and/ or outdoor lights, when the received ID code matches a learned ID code 
and performs security lighting, such as causing the indoor and/ or outdoor lights to flash, when 
it fails to receive a valid ID code (see Col. 7, lines 3-21 and 39-50). 

7. Claims 1, 3-11, and 13 rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hu (US 
2003/0112122) in view of Duhame (US 5,541,585). 

Referring to claims 1, 3, and 11, Hu teaches universal residence and vehicle locking and 
unlocking system. Regarding claims 1 and 11, as shown in Fig. 1, Hu's system 2 comprises: (a) 
security alarm box 14 having a warning light (see Section [0019]); (b) remote control 4 (i.e., a 
portable device or electronic key) having an RF frequency transmitter for generating and 
transmitting an RF signal (i.e., verification subject information) to lock and unlock a vehicle's 
doors and a residential two-way or three-way deadbolt door (see Sections [0001], [0007], [0009], 
and [0019]), as called for in claims 1 and 11; and (c) activator 12 (i.e., a lock control unit) for 
receiving remote control 4's RF signal and locking or unlocking a vehicle's doors and a 
residential two-way or three-way deadbolt door based on the received RF signal (see Sections 
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[0019]-[0021] and [0023]), as called for in claim 11. Because Hu teaches that (1) remote control 4 
has a door lock arming (i.e., locking) button 20, a door lock opening (i.e., unlocking) button 22, a 
door security alarm activation button 24, a vehicle door locking and security activating button 
26, a vehicle door unlocking button 28, and a trunk opening button 30 (see Section [0022]) and 
that (2) specific RF signals activate and deactivate the locking systems of the vehicle and a 
residence (see Section [0019]), activator 12 must verify the received RF signals with reference 
information in order to determine what actions need to be taken (if any) and to control the 
locking and unlocking in accordance with the verification. Hu, however, fails to teach: (1) a 
lighting device and a light control unit connected to the lighting device (as called for in claims 1 
and 11); (2) a selecting device for selecting an enablement mode and a disablement mode, 
wherein the light control unit activates the lighting device if the received RF signal matches the 
reference information and if the selecting device selects the enablement mode (as called for in 
claims 1 and 11); and (3) the selecting device selecting the enablement mode when the ambient 
light surrounding the lighting device is equal to or below a predetermined value and selecting 
the disablement mode when the ambient light surrounding the lighting device is greater than 
the predetermined value (as called for in claim 3). 

In an analogous art, as described in the 35 USC 103(a) rejection of claims 1 and 11, 
Duhame's security system, as shown in Fig. 3, comprises: (a) dim light 22, courtesy light 24, 
indoor lights 40, and low voltage outdoor lights 36; (b) portable transceiver 18 for generating 
and transmitting a unique ID code via RF (see Col. 4, lines 38-50); (c) fixed transceiver 16 for 
wirelessly receiving portable transceiver 18's ID code, verifying the received ID code with 
previously learned ID codes, and activating and deactivating lighting devices (see Col. 4, lines 
20-37 and 57-67; Col. 5, lines 1-4; and Col. 7, lines 3-21 and 39-50); and (d) a lock control unit, 
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which is formed by fixed transceiver 16 and lock mechanism 56, for receiving portable 
transceiver 18's ID code, verifying the ID code with previously learned ID codes, and locking or 
unlocking of a door in accordance with the verification (see Col. 4, lines 57-67 and Col. 5, lines 1- 
13). Because Duhame's fixed transceiver 16 controls the indoor and outdoor lights (see Col. 7, 
lines 15-21), fixed transceiver 16 functions as a light control unit. Though Duhame teaches fixed 
transceiver 16 activating indoor and/or outdoor lighting if a received ID code matches a 
learned ID code (see Col. 7, lines 15-21), Duhame omits activating indoor and/ or outdoor 
lighting only if a valid ID code has been received and photocell 20 has been activated. 
Nevertheless, per Duhame, fixed transceiver 16 turns on courtesy light 24 if both photocell 20 
and presence detector 14 have been activated (see Col. 5, lines 23-28). In other words, fixed 
transceiver 16 refrains from turning on courtesy light 24 if there is sufficient level of light at the 
door even if presence detector 14 has been activated. Thus, photocell 20 has an enablement 
mode and a disablement mode. Hence, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Duhame's security system such that 
fixed transceiver 16 activates indoor and/or outdoor lighting if a valid ID code has been 
received and photocell 20 has been activated because energy is conserved when indoor and/ or 
outdoor lighting are turned on only when the level of light is insufficient. Regarding claim 3, 
Duhame's photocell 20 (i.e., selecting device) selects the enablement mode when the level of 
light is at or below a predetermined level and selects a disablement mode when the level of 
light is above the predetermined level (see Col. 5, lines 14-28). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Hu's system as taught by Duhame because a residential 
security system having a plurality of lighting devices and a light control unit connected to the 
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lighting devices for activating and deactivating the lighting devices based on a verified ID code 
enables indoor lights to activated without user intervention as a person enters the residence, 
thereby improving security, safety, and convenience (see Duhame, Col. 3, lines 6-20; Col. 4, lines 
57-62; Col. 6, lines 39-46; and Col. 7, lines 3-21). 

Regarding claim 4, as explained in the 35 USC 103(a) rejection of claims 1 and 11, Hu's 
remote control 4 has an RF frequency transmitter for generating and transmitting an RF signal 
(i.e., verification subject information) to lock and unlock a vehicle's doors and a residential two- 
way or three-way deadbolt door (see Sections [0001], [0007], [0009], and [0019]). 

Regarding claim 5, as explained in the 35 USC 103(a) rejection of claim 11, Hu's system 2 
includes activator 12 (i.e., a lock control unit) for receiving remote control 4's RF signal, 
verifying the received RF signal with reference information, and locking or unlocking a 
vehicle's doors and a residential two-way or three-way deadbolt door based on the received RF 
signal (see Sections [0019]-[0023]). 

Regarding claim 6, one of Hu's doors is a door 6 of a house, and activator 12 is located 
near door 6 to control the locking and unlocking of door 6 via remote control 4 (see Fig. 1 and 
Sections [0006], [00019], and [0020]-[0023]). 

Regarding claim 7, Hu's other door is a door of a vehicle 16, as shown in Fig. 1. Vehicle 
16 has its own RF-operated locking and unlocking mechanism (i.e., lock control unit) for locking 
and unlocking the vehicle door based on the RF signal received from remote control 4 (see 
Sections [0007], [0009], [0019], and [0022]). 

Regarding claim 8, one of Hu's doors is a door 6 of a house, and activator 12 is located 
near door 6 to control the locking and unlocking of door 6 via remote control 4 (see Fig. 1 and 
Sections [0006], [00019], and [0020] -[0023]). 
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Regarding claim 9, Hu's system 2, as modified by Duhame, includes low voltage 
outdoor lights 36 (see Duhame, Fig. 3; Col. 3, lines 6-20; Col. 6, lines 39-46; and Col. 7, lines 3- 
21). Low voltage outdoor lights are typically used to illuminate gardens, outdoor walkways, 
driveways, patios and other areas or to spotlight sculptures, trees, structures and other objects. , 
Thus Hu and Duhame teach a plurality of lamps for light an area, such as a walkway or 
driveway, that is in between door 6 and where the vehicle is parked. 

Regarding claim 13, as explained in the rejections of claims 7 and 8, Hu's system 
includes: (a) door 6 of a residence and a door of vehicle 16 (see Fig. 1 and Sections [0006], [0007], 
and [0019]-[0023]); (b) activator 12 (i.e., a first lock control unit) located near door 6 to control 
the locking and unlocking of door 6 via remote control 4 (see Fig. 1 and Sections [0006], [00019], 
and [0020] -[0023]); and (c) RF-operated locking and unlocking mechanism (i.e., a second lock 
control unit) located at vehicle 16 for locking and unlocking the vehicle door based on the RF 
signal received from remote control 4 (see Sections [0007], [0009], [0019], and [0022]). 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until 
after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory 
period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

9£9£9£ 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Clara Yang whose telephone number is (571) 272-3062. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 7:00 PM, Monday - Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Horabik can be reached on (571) 272-3068. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 



system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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20 September 2005 




